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sentimentally by sentimentalists. Journalists loudly

complain in these days of being governed by lawyers*
In fact we are really governed by bureaucrats
appointed by the Caucus, who are allowed to be
judges In their own cause, but if we were really
governed by lawyers it would be our own fault*
Up to 1880 politicians and publicists took the trouble
to think instead of leaving it to the lawyers to do so.
Any reader who turns abruptly from (say) John
Stuart Mill to Montesquieu can see at once what I
mean. The blighting influence of Rousseau and of
emotional appeals to the mob for support has de-
bauched all our so-called political science. I need
not enlarge on a theme sufficiently expounded by
Sir Henry Maine in his Popular Government.

In this book, therefore, I shall try to put aside all
questions of sentiment and to avoid argument about
purely                definitions of Liberty. It is my

object to explain and define the kind of individual
liberty that should be secured to each citizen in a
really civilised State within the limits of expediency
common sense. So far the rich have enjoyed
liberty to the exclusion of the poor. The present

of the Caucus is to deprive b&th rich
of liberty.   If therefore* wish to show why and
the poor may legitimately claim to achieve the
liberty of the rich.

Former writers on the subject have been much

to defend the security of minorities.   My

preoccupation is to ascertain how the majority

is  ever to   be                           the  subterranean

of plutocratic minorities.   These minorities

are the real tyrants of modern England and derive